Message

From: Mastro, Donna [/O=EXCHANGELABS/QU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=04C0D304A60246198CD573754FADEOB4A-DMASTRO]

Sent: 5/19/2020 4:06:27 PM

To: Rivera, Nina [Rivera.Nina@epa.gov]

Subject: RE: Media Inquiry - MD Public Radio - Chesapeake Bay and PA

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Donna L. Mastro | Deputy Regional Counsel for Enforcement| US EPA Region Il ORC | (215) 814-2777 | fax (215) 814-
3062 | Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP)

From: Rivera, Nina <Rivera.Nina@epa.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2020 12:04 PM

To: Mastro, Donna <Mastro.Donna@epa.gov>

Subject: FW: Media Inquiry - MD Public Radio - Chesapeake Bay and PA
Importance: High

Just got this.
| agree witf Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

From: Rodrigues, Cecil <rodrigues.cecil@epa.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2020 12:00 PM

To: Gable, Kelly <Gable.Kelly@epa.gov>; Day, Christopher <Day.Christopher@epa.gov>

Cc: Mastro, Donna <Mastro.Donna@epa.gov>; Rivera, Nina <Rivera.Nina@epa.gov>; Smith, William {(Region 3}
<smith.william@epa.gov>

Subject: FW: Media Inquiry - MD Public Radio - Chesapeake Bay and PA

Importance: High

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

From: Mastro, Donna <Mastro.Donna@epa.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2020 11:57 AM

To: Rodrigues, Cecil <rodrigues.cecil@epa.gov>; Rivera, Nina <Rivera.Nina@epa.gov>; Smith, William (Region 3)
<smith.william@epa.gov>

Cc: Day, Christopher <Day.Christopher@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Media Inquiry - MD Public Radio - Chesapeake Bay and PA

Importance: High

Terri asked for input by noon... any thoughts or anything better to suggest?

Donna L. Mastro | Deputy Regional Counsel for Enforcement| US EPA Region Il ORC | (215) 814-2777 | fax {215) 814-
3062 | MOBILE {267) 273-5407

From: Mastro, Donna

Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2020 11:37 AM

To: Rodrigues, Cecil <rodrigues.cecii@epa.gov>; Rivera, Nina <Rivera.Nina@epa.gov>; Smith, William {Region 3)
<smith.william@epa.gov>
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Cc: Day, Christopher <Day.Christopher@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Media Inquiry - MD Public Radio - Chesapeake Bay and PA

Hi- Terri asked for our input on this QUESTION 2) Why hasn't EPA threatened Pennsylvania to force it to
upgrade its sewage plants to the same "Enhanced Nutrient Removal" standards for nitrogen that Maryland,
Virginia and the District of Columbia are following as they have modernized their sewage plants? EPA and the
federal Clean Water Act have direct authority over point sources like this -- unlike in agriculture, where EPA
has less authority -- and yet EPA has allowed Pennsylvania to follow a much more lax standard for its
wastewater plants than PA, VA or DC. Why?

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Donna L. Mastro | Deputy Regional Counsel for Enforcement| US EPA Region Il ORC | (215) 814-2777 | fax{215) 814-
3062 |

Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP)

From: Rodrigues, Cecil <rodrigues.cecil@epa.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2020 10:45 AM

To: Mastro, Donna <Mastroc.Donna@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Media Inquiry - MD Public Radio - Chesapeake Bay and PA

Did we get anything to Terri on these questions? Do we need to?

From: Mastro, Donna <Mastro.Donna@epa.gov>

Sent: Monday, May 18, 2020 6:19 PM

To: Rodrigues, Cecil <rodrigues.cecil@epa.gov>; Rivera, Nina <Rivera.Nina@epa.gov>
Cc: Lazos, Pamela <Lazos.Pamela@epa.gov>

Subject: Re: Media Inquiry - MD Public Radio - Chesapeake Bay and PA

| think some of our answers should be muted as it would reveal enforcement confidential info

Donna L. Mastro | Deputy Regional Counsel for Enforcement | US EPA Region 3 ORC | (215) 814-2777 | ¢, ¢ personal privacy ) !

v i
E Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) :
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On May 18, 2020, at 6:02 PM, White, Terri-A <White.Terri-A@epa.gov> wrote:

All,

Here's another media inquiry that came in late this afternoon regarding the Notices of Intent to
Sue EPA and additional questions regarding sewage treatment plants in PA and sewer
discharges in Harrisburg.

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Hello, Terri.

Maryland, Virginia and the District of Columbia filed a notice of intent to sue EPA today over its
alleged failure to enforce the Chesapeake Bay cleanup plan (the Bay TMDL), especially
regarding Pennsylvania and New York State.

Two questions for my public radio program, "The Environment in Focus™:
1) What is EPA's response to this legal action?

2) Why hasn't EPA threatened Pennsylvania to force it to upgrade its sewage plants to the same
"Enhanced Nutrient Removal" standards for nitrogen that Maryland, Virginia and the District of
Columbia are following as they have modernized their sewage plants? EPA and the federal
Clean Water Act have direct authority over point sources like this -- unlike in agriculture, where
EPA has less authority -- and yet EPA has allowed Pennsylvania to follow a much more lax
standard for its wastewater plants than PA, VA or DC. Why?

3) Pennsylvania's capital, Harrisburg, released about 900 million gallons of sewage mixed with
stormwater last year into the Bay's biggest tributary, the Susquehanna River -- including waste
piped directly from the Governor's Mansion and State Office Complex. Why did EPA sign a
"partial consent decree" with Harrisburg Capital Region Water in 2015 that allows this sewage
dumping to continue indefinitely? Why won't EPA require the PA government to stop dumping
its sewage directly into the Susquehanna?

Please send me your emailed responses by Noon tomorrow {May 19).

Here is a link to Virginia's announcement,

Thanks,

Tom Pelton
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Host, "The Environment in Focus”

Public Radio Program on

WYPR 88.1 FM in Baltimore

WYPO 106.9 FM on Maryland's Eastern Shore and in Delaware
WYPF 88.1 FM in Frederick

WMUC 88.1 FM in College Park

(443) 510-2574
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